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FHE DEFENCE OF REV. JOSEPH BROWN AND ISAIAH 
BOYNTON, ESQ. 


This defence shows the things in which they offend- 
ed the church to which they belonged, in Plymouth, 
Vt. and the proceedings of that be in their ex- 
communication. It was with reluctance that Mr. 
Brown consented to have it published. He would 
that it could have been buried in everlasting forget- 
fulness. “Tell it not in Gath; publish it not in the 


streets of Askelon; lest the daughters of the uncir- 


cumcised triumph.” But the publication of this de- 
fence is due to Mr. Boynton, asa vindication of an 
injured character, and which affords him the best 
means of retrieving what, it seems, the church have 
been disposed to take from him. 

With the defence it is thought best to publish the 
result of two ecclesiastical councils. The councils 


were both ex parte, because the church could not be 
persuaded to join in a mutual one. 

We shall endeavor to offer a full and a fair view of 
the whole case as it appeared before the councils. 
And that it may be easy to the understanding of our 
readers," we think proper to observe, that after Mr 
Brown’s defence in favor of Mr. Boynton, he and 
others withdrew from the church, in consequence of 
their extraordinary proceedings in his case. Mr. 
Brown was soon convinced of his errer :—he made 
his acknowledgement, and wished to return. But 
the church would not consent, unless he could ac- 
knowledge his defence was wrong, and their proceed- 
ings right. This however, he could not do ;—conse- 


: quently stood, neither in the church nor out of it, for 


No. 1. Yel. III. 1 


















‘ 
Te Ae arse —_ 
oP yS, ais an - S ? 





Te es 
_*: beth <0 ra ee 


MPA oa 


a im cei ea A 
yf ees alt aan, . + | 


wet ei pegs rae 
: . a ee — 
—_— bps i 


PN BEES I sie 
“ : Sn 











i’ 
4 
| 





2 The Christian Repository. 


the church would neither bring any formal complaint 
against him as an offending brother, nor suffer him to 
return as an innocent brother. Neither would they 
join in council. In this situation he called his first 
council ex parte.* And the council pronounced him 
amember of the church and in good standing. Im- 
mediately upon this, the church brought their com- 
plaints, undertook their labor, and proceeded to his 
excommunication. He then called his last council 
ex parte. The result of each council will come for- 
ward in its proper place. 

But the first thing is the letter which he read at the 
time he and the undersigned withdrew. The follow- 
ing is a copy. | 

“In the name of our Lord Jesus Christ—We the un- 
dersigners, a few years since, united with the chtrch 
of Christ in this place. Then we said in our hearts, 
this is the Lord’s inheritance; and this our home. 
Here then let us live ; and here let us die in peace. 
But so extraordinary have been the proceedings of the 
church since our standing herein, more particularly 
of late, that we can stand in safety no longer. There- 
fore, we are constrained to withdraw our fellowship 
and get inmediately out. 

Amos Bornron, 
Joserpn Brown, 
Bersr Dun cap. 


To the church of Christ in Plymouth. 
Plymouth, June 24, 1820.” 


The next thing is his letter of confession, written 
before their Pastor elect was ordained. 


Cavendish, Sept. 29, 1820. 
Dea. Crarke anp Dra. Davison, 

Upen more mature reflection, I am at length satis- 
fred, that I did wrong in withdrawing from the church 
of Christ in Plymouth, at the time, and for the rea- 
sonsI did. The reasons I do not think are sufficient 


* Ex parte, ‘on one side.” 
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to justify my conduct; altho I then thought they were. 
Iam therefore sorry, and now wish to retract the 
error of my way, and return to my place and my 
duty ;—praying that the wound which was then in- 
flicted, which gave me great uneasiness, and which 
still continues to give me uneasiness, may be healed ; 
and that, in time to come, we may adorn our chris- 
tian profession better than ever we have done; glori- 
fy the name of our Redeemer; and, at last, die in 
peace. 
From your brother who wishes to return, 
JosepH Brown. 
Deacs. Clarke and Davison. 


Please to take the mind of the church, and as soon 
as convenient, signify it tome. If they can pass over 
the hasty step I have taken, I shall consider myself 


in the church as before. 
[To be communicated. } 


The answer of the church, upon the same letter, 
returned :— 

“Mr. Brown, Sir, yesterday we had a church meet- 
ing ; the members pretty generally attended. This 
letter was communicated, and not accepted. 

Danrer Crarxe, &c.” 


After this Mr. Brown took advice; particularly of 
Rev. Sylvester Sage, of Westminster. He advised to 
a friendly conference with the church. Mr. Brown 
then proposed it. ‘The following is an acevunt of the 
conference, showing his readiness to return, and 
their unwillingness to consent ;—also, his request 
for a mutual council, and their backwardness to com- 
ply. 

. CONFERENCE WITH THE CHURCH. 

As I was advised and thought proper, I proposed a 
conference with the church, sometime, I think, in De- 
cember. The principal members attended. I then 
told them again I was satisfied I had done wrong, in 
withdrawing from the church at the time, andin the 
manner [ did; and was sorry I did it. I also asked 
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their forgiveness, and wished they would consent to 
my return. In answer Dea. Clarke observed, from 
your letter of confession, it appears you were much 
: dissatisfied with our proceedings, and still are. I ac- 
‘ptt knowledged I was. Why then do you wish to return? 
{ answered, I hope for a settlement of our difficulties. 
| For my part, said I, I feel a readiness to see, and re- 
iW tract all nry wrongs. And from your christian pro- 
“~\ fession, I am encouraged to hope you feel the same. 
And if you do,a settlement will be easy. A settle- 
4 ment is always easy when we feel this mutual readi- 
ness to see and retract ovr errors. 
i Rev. Abel Manning observed, that in my letter of 
y confession, I had not so muchas ®ouched upon the 
Lg main difficulty—the principal wrong. I was desirous 
, to know what that wrong was. He said my exhibi- 
tion, meaning my defence in favor of brother Boynton. 
i It amounted, said he, to a justification of his restora- 
tion sentiments, and a crimination of the church ; and 
for his part, he did not want a Universalist in the 
q church, nor any one inclining that ig It was 
¥ enough for him to know that a man was a Universalist. 
| Such a man ought not to be in the church. 

I answered, as to justifying brother Boynton’s res- 
toration sentiments, Mr. mar or 1 myself must 
labor under a great mistake ; for I meant to do no 
| such thing. I then thought, and I still think, his res- 
|| toration sentiments erroneous. As to criminating the 
church, mr;endeavor was to open the case before us in 
| its true light, and dissuade my brethren from proceed- 
ing, and no more. However, in this I might be wrong, 
L and I might be very wrong. All I can say,is,I am 
not at present sensible I was him 4 If I were, [should 

out, and make full 





be glad to have the wrong pointe 
- satisfaction. 

Mr. Manning further observed, that as it respected 
myself, I was now out of the church, and the church 
would expect of me the same which they expect of 
others, at their admission. But as it respected them, 
he said, I was not out of the church. 
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With regard to my return, Dea. Davison expressed 
a wish that the church might be upon their guard, for 
his part he did not want to be whipped. Whipping, 
said he, is not very p:easant for any body. I answered, 
I am unwilling, Deacon, to have you think that I wish 
to return, in order to give you a whipping. This is 
not my object. My object is to labor in a christian 
way, for a settlement of our difficulties, that we may 
live and die in peace. | : 

After Dea. Davison, brother De Wolfe offered it as 
his opinion, that my attempting to withdraw from the 
church, was only an attempt, and an additional of- 
fence, strictly speaking, it was not withdrawing,—I 
was still in the ceareh, and a subject of discipline as 
before. 

I conceded to his opinion ; and wished to under- 
stand, if the other members would concede also; 
asking the plain question, whether they were willing I. 
should return to my place in the church, where | was 
before my attempt to withdraw; observing that, 
then if Iam chargeable with any offence against the 
church, as a body, or any individual whatever, I shall 
be willing to hear and make full satisfaction. And 
they said they were not willing. After this I asked 
them what I should do ;—signifying that the situation 
to which I had reduced myself, was unpleasant. Said 
Mr. Manning, you are sensible, it seems, that you 
have tied your ownhands. Iam, said I, and know no 
way to untie them, but by retracting my wrong, and 
returning to my place and my duty. And this is 
what I now wish to do. Mr. Manning thought it 
would answer no purpose for the church to consent to 
a partial satisfaction. He said I could make satis- 
faction for the whole offence before my return, as well 
as fora part afterwards. I asked if he expected I 
could make satisfaction for that, as an offence what- 
ever it may be, before I was convinced, it was an 
offence? and even before it is brought as an of- 
. fence? 

His reply, as nearly as I can recollect, was a 


1* 
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thought, that I had better save the church from the 
trouble of bringing an offence. This, according to the 
best of my recollection, was the substance of our 
conference in relation to my confession and desire to 
return. 

After this, I then, by way of query, solicited the 
advice of a council—as you cannot consent to my re- 
turn, said I, had we not better call inthe neighboring 
ministers, and hear what they can advise ? In an- 
swer, Dea. Davison observed, we had good council 
when we did what we have done, also, we should be 
likely to choose the same again, and have the same 


advice, He did not therefore, think it worth their 


while. 

Mr. Manning observed, that the church were sat- 
isfied with what they had done. He had conversed 
with most of the members, and did not know of any 
who were dissatisfied. As therefore, the church were 
satisfied, he did not think a counci! expedient. And 
besides, said he, the church have a duty yet to be 
done, a duty (as I understand it) which they owed 


‘to me—and before they have done this duty, a council 


would be improper. 

As Mr. Manning, therefore, and Deacon Davison 
were opposed to the idea of calling a council, and as 
no member said any thing im favor of it, I concluded 
they all thought proper to decline. 

1 then told them, asthey could not consent to my 
return; neither tothe calling of a council for advice, I 
could see no way, but to calla council of my own. 
And then it is uncertain whether I can obtainany re- 7 
lief. And if I cannot, I must make myself content as 
Iam. But no member, as I recollect, made any reply. 

At the close of our conference, just as we were 
about to part, as Rev. Mr. Manning mentioned my 
exhibition as a principal wrong of which [ was guilty, 
I wished to understand, whether the church owl 
have me consider the mention of the wrong he made, 
as bringing a charge of complaint against me. Mr. 


Manning answered, the object of the conference as he 
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understood it, was to converse freely upon points of 
difference, and see if there were any prospect of a 
reconciliation. I replied, that I understood it in a 
similar manner, and the rest were-silent. I also wish- 
ed to understand whether the church intended to un- 
dertake a labor,and call back their wandering brother. 
Dea. Davison thought that would not be the duty of 
the church. But Mr. Manning thought, something 
or other ought to be done. I then desired them, if 
they should think best to umlertake a labor, to under- 
take itsoon. I did not love to be holden in suspense, 
or if at any time afterwards they could consent to my 
return, or tothe calling of a council, I requested them 
to signify it; telling them, at the same time, if I 
should be convinced of any other wrong, than what I 
have acknowledged, I will save you the trouble of 
coming tome. [ will cometo you and make satis- 
faction. : 
This is as just a view of our conference asI can 
give. Ifthe church or any individual can amend, or 
make it more just, I should be glad to have it done. 
JosEPH Brown. 
After this conference with the church, Mr. Brown 
had several others with the leading members in pri- 
vate; which for the sake of brevity, he thinks proper 
to omit. Especially, as they. exhibit nothing more 
than the same willingness on his part, and the same 
backwardness on the part of the church, which ap- 
peared in the conference before. 
The following is the result of the first Council. 
“At-an ecclesiastical council, convened, June 27th, 
1821, at Plymouth, by letters missive from the Rey. 
Joseph Brown, to take into consideration his relation 
to the church, and report thereon, there were present 
from the church in Springfield, Rev. Robinson Smiley, 
Dea. Phinehas Bates and brother John White, Dele- 
gate. Claremont, N. H. Rev. Jona, Nye; and Dea. 
Yoel Mathews, Delegate. Putney, Rev. E. D. An- 
drews, and brother Asa Washburn, Delegate, Charles- 


town, N. H. brother John Batchelder, Delegate. 
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Chose Rev. Robinson Smiley, Moderator, Rev. E. D. 


Andrews, Scribe. | 

The council was opened with prayer, by the 
Moderator. Dea. Amos Boynton appeared before the 
council arid expressed his wish, that the council would 
hear and act upon his case, in connexion with Mr. 
Brown’s. 

The request of Betsy Dunlap and Isaiah Boynton, 
Esq. was withdrawn. 

Upon careful and mature investigation it appeared 
to this council, that Rev. Joseph Brown and Deacon 
Amos Boynton are members of the church of Christ 
in Plymouth, under no ecclesiastical censure, subject 
to its discipline, and entitled to church privileges. 

We however, regret to find that there are some se- 
rious difficulties existing in the church; and for the 
settlement of these, we recommend to the aggrieved 
members and to the church, a mutual council; and we 
earnestly pray them to exercise that mutual forbear- 
ance and condescension, which are so essential to the 
peace of the church, and the prosperity of religion. 

Signed by order of the council, 
Rozinson Sm1i.er, Moderator. 

Attest, E. D. Anprews, Scribe.”’ 


Immediately upon this the church undertook their 
labor, as in the following account. 


MR. BROWN’S SECOND CONFERENCE. 
August 2, 1821. 

At achurch meeting, called for the purpose of deal- 
ing with the subscriber, as an offender ; The follow- 
ing complaints were brought forward by Dea. Clarke, 
and voted into the church. 

1. We are grieved with brother Brown for his mani- 
festing a great degree of coldness and indifference 
towarcs the interests of the church, and towards the 
work of grace which God in distinguishing mercy has 
wrought among us, and for neglecting our meeting. 

2. We are sorry and grieved, that he should vin- 
dicate this in others, and go out from the church, and 

















* 


The Christian Repository. 9 


encourage what is wrong, and criminate them for do- 
ing theif duty. And we are grieved that he persists 
in these things. 

{ was then called upon to answer, and, the sub- 
stance of my answer to article the first, was this; I 
am sensible that by turns I have been chargeable 
with great coldness and indifference towards God and 
his Son Jesus Christ; also, in the duties of obedience 
and devotion. ‘This I consider as coldness and indif- 
ference towards the interests of the church, and the 
work of grace; and towards every thing spiritually 
good, this, 1 am ready to confess, to confess before 
God, the church, and the world ; for them I mourn and 
pray for deliverance ; for this we all mourn, we all 
pray for deliverance. At our last church meeting 
Dea. Davison, in his prayer, confessed this body of 
death ; mentioning the very words, “coldness and in- 
difference,”’ and prayed for deliverance ; and were I. 
sensible of any thing more, more I could readily 
confess. 

As to that clause in the article which charges me 
with neglecting your meetings, I think I am innocent. 
True, Ihave attended but seldom, and had there been 
an angel from heaven to preach, [ could not have at- 
tended much oftener. When it is a little rainy—and 
if only a little—immediately I must seek a shelter 
When out on adewy morning, I find it necessary to 
exchange my wet stockings for dry ones. Such are 
my infirmities; and such have they been for years. 
When, therefore, it is rainy, snowy, or windy—when 
it is very hot or very cold, I cannot go out; especially 
in the evening. Now, excepting such days, how few 
are the days I can attend? Notwithstanding all 
these circumstances, which make my attendance in- 
convenient, I have attended now and then, and at- 
tended too against other circumstances, which have 
been very unpleasant and forbidding. I think, there- 
fore, [am innocent of this part of the charge. 

_« Here as I paused a moment, Dea. Clarke in reply 
thought my confession of coldness and indifference. 
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not very satisfactory. It is no more, said he, than 
what I can confess, or any body else. But, said I, if 
my confession in this respect is not satisfactory, Ican 
offer something more, perhaps, which is. Altho I have 
been by turns sensible of great coldness and indiffer- 
ence, yet, I have been sensible, also, by turns, of the 
interest | have taken in the work. At home when the 
work was going on, I frequently wished tobe there, my 
heart was with it, 1 was glad to hear of the return of 
sinners—that they would cease to do evil, learn to do 
well, and look unto the Savior of their souls. This in 
addition to what I have just observed, is the most I 
can offer with regard to the first article of the charge. 

We come next to the second article. This charges 
ine with the iniquity of vindicating in others the cold- 
ness and indifference whichI have manifested myself ; 
with the iniquity of going out of the church ;—of en- 
couraging what 1s wrong ;—of criminating the church 
for re their duty ;—and for persisting in the iniqui- 
ty of all these things. As it were five allegations in 
one. 

But in regard to that of going out of the church, 
you are sensible, my brethren, that I have repeatedly 
made my confession and expressed my desire to re- 
turn. This is all I can do. In regard to all the others, 
except the last, their wrong is tobe found, if found 
any where, in what Mr. Manning is pleased to call 
my exhibition, viz.my defence in favor of brother 
Boynton. | 

he last, i.e. my persisting in the wrong, is meant 
my continuing to say I think I did right. In regard 
to this, if continuing to say I think J did right is actu- 
ally persisting in wrong, then I must be convicted of 
my own mouth. This CC csknowlclan, for I say now 
as I have said before, I think Idid right. However, I 
might do wrong. And if I did ;—if I vindicated ;—if 
I encouraged wrong in any one, or in any way ;— if] 
criminated the church for doing their duty ;—if I of- 
fered any thing overbearing, or unreasonably severe ; 
-—~any thing false or unfair ;—only let it be pointed out. 
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and here I am before all present to make satisfaction. 
To make satisfaction [am now ready. But no one 
attempted to point eut where any of these wrongs 
was to be found on the defence ;—no one so much as 
wished to hear the defence, whether wrong or right. 
True, they labored, I thought, to make me say, I 
eharged them with breaking their covenant. But 
said no—TI think not. True, I offered it as my opin- 
ion, that we should, in case we proceeded upon those 
two charges to discipline, break the covenant, and be- 
come ourselves the guilty party, as in the marriage 
covenant then stated. This I did todissuade my breth- 
ren from proceeding. And this is the substance of 
all I can acknowledge with regard to the second arti- 
cle. The Moderator then signified that my acknow- 
ledgement was not satisfactory, supposing I so under- 
stood it. I told him I did, and then wished to under- 
stand what would be satisfactory. He said if I could 
acknowledge that my defence in favor of Esq. Boyn- 
ton was wrong; and that their proceedings with him 
were right, they should be satisfied. I then asked 
him if nothing less would be satisfactory. And he 
said, nothing less. I then told him I could not make 
the satisfaction demanded. Althol might be wrong, 
Icannot acknowledge the wrong, before I can see it. 
And altho your proceedings may have been right, I 
cannot acknowledge them right, while they appear te 
be wrong. After this, to be fully satisfied that the 
church as a body demanded such a satisfaction and 
could accept of nothing less, I requested them te 
signify by a vote. Mr. Manning the moderator was 
willing ; but Dea. Davison rather declined, and the 
vote was not thentaken. But afterI retired, towards 
the close of the meeting, the vote, I was told, was actu- 
ally taken, and was unanimous that nothing less than 
such am acknowledgement would be satisfactory. 
This, with the concluding vote, is all I have under- 
stood of the meeting after I retired. The vote was 
taken in these words : 


“Voted unanimously, that if no member of the charck 
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including Mr. Brown, manifest any dissatisfaction er 
disposition to call a church meeting within the term 
of eight weeks, that we withdraw our fellowship from 
him ; having pursued the course pointed out in the 
gospel of Christ.” 

A church meeting was appointed to be on Thurs- 
day the twenty-seventh of September, and I was in- 
formed by one of the members that my case was then 
to come on. I depended upon attending. But Mr. 
Davis, another of the members, called upon me the 
day before the meeting, and was directed, he said, by 
Mr. Manning, to inquire if my views of the church 
were the same, as they were at the last meeting. I 
informed him they were. I knew of no material altera- 
tion. Thenhe said I might act my pleasure as to at- 
tending. I had doubtless aright ; but it would do no 
good. ~Do no good, said I. Why? Will they not 
consent to join in council? He said they would not. 
He moreover observed, that Mr. Manning had 
a thought to come himself to do the errand ; but con- 
ib cluded, as he was coming, it would do to send by 
ge him. From thisI concluded that Mr. Manning and 
an probably others, chose rather that I-should be absent 
ge than present. I was therefore for a small space in 
doubt whether I had better attend or not. Upon the 
whole, I thought I had better attend—I went—and 
after waiting, perhaps half an hour, Mr. Manning 
came with the two deacons, and two other young 
members. He sat afew minutes, and then looking 
upon me he inquired for my health, and the health of 
my family. After this he read a chapter in the scrip- 
tures, and opened the meeting by prayer. In this 
time, or a little after there came in two other mem-~- 
bers, and two boys, perhaps, members, sons of Dea. 
Davison. These, excepting myself, I think were all 
the males present. Mr. Manning the moderator arose 
Pt and observed ; that the only question before us, was 

_ whether my views of the church and their views of 
: me were the same, as they were at the last meeting. 
:) As to mine, I said they were the same. So signified 
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the church. But not satisfied with such a close of the 
business, I asked the church if they could not con- 
sent to join in council. They thought they could not. 
Tasked, why? Please to give me the reasons, After 
a small space, Dea. Davison arose ; and not knowing 
but something might be expected of him, observed, If 
he could see any good, he should be willing; but he 
could see no good. A council it is true might think 
we have done wrong in excommunicating Esq. Boyn- 
ton; still we should think we have done right— 
and to extort a confession of wrong, when we think 
we have done right, would be of no use. After all, 
our views and feelings would remain the same. So, a 
council might think, Mr. Brown had done wrong; 
still he would think he had done right. Consequent- 
ly a council would be of no use. 

Mr. Manning also thought that no good could be ex- 
pected from a mutual council, nor any other; and - 
added, that the neighboring ministers, and many 
others, were of the same opinion. He had beena 
journey of an 150 miles, and none of the ministers, 
after being acquainted with the case, could see an 
good. He also mentioned an instance in Guilford. 
The church had occasion to deal with a female mem- 
ber; and she was dissatisfied. She called a council 
ex parte. The minister cautioned the council as to 
what they did with that member. However, they pro- 
ceeded, and after attending to her case, required more 
of her than the church themselves. And he had no 
apprehensions, that I should come off any better. 

ea. Clarke signified that the reasons which had 
been given were his reasons, and did not think it 
necessary to repeat them. 

I then rose and said, I did not wish to detain the 
church any longer, in giving their reasons; but would 
have them proceed. The moderator observed that 
the business on the part of the church was alread 
settled, and this he had signified to me before. I ask- 
"ed him if the church considered the vote passed, at 
our last meeting, a vote whigh refused me a trial by a 
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mutual council, and at the same time excommunicated 


me. But no one answered. I then supposed they 
disliked the form of the question, and altered it thus: 
Does this church, in consequence of the vote passed 
at our last meeting, now look upon me as an excom- 
municated member; observing, that all I wanted 
was to know my standing, and to know this, I must 
know how the church look upon me. If the church 
look upon me as a member, I shall look upon myself 
asamember. But if they look upon me as an excon- 
municated ntember, so I shall consider myself; and wish- 
ed they would take a vote and settle this one point. But 
they declined. I then undertook to ask them individual- 
ly. Lasked Mr. Manning, Do you now look upon me 
as an excommunicated member? and he said he did. 
I then asked Dea. Davison,—He did not know how to 
consider me any otherwise. Dea. Clarke also, aud 
then his son. But before his son answered, Mr. 
Manning the moderator said, No—this is the proper 
question. Is thischurch satisfied with the vote of their 
last meeting? I answered, supposing they should 
affirm, This would not settle the question, whether 
that vote excommunicated me or not; still I should be 
left in doubt. But notwithstanding, the moderator 
thought proper to take the vote, and the vote was actu- 
ally taken in these words. “If this church are satis- 
fied with the vote of their last meeting, let them sig- 
nify it by holding up their hands.”»—And they held up 
their hands, Ido not know but all. Ithen asked the 
moderator this plain question, Is it the meaning of 
this vote that [am now an excommunicated member rf 
And after all this labor, he said, yes, I then observed, 
as this church now look upon me an excommunicated 
member, I now look upon myself an excommunicated 
member—you all assent to this? I looked around 


apon them and thought that their countenances and 


their silence declared their assent. I then madea 
low bow and came out,. Josepxu Browy., 
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MR. BROWN’S DEFENCE IN FAVOR OF MR. BOYNTON, BE- 


FORE THE CONGREGATIONAL CHURCH IN PLYMOUTH, 
TO WHICH, AT THAT TIME, THEY BOTH BELONGED. 


Mr. Moderator,—The case before us is one of the 
most extraordinary I have ever known in the churches. 
I have therefore made it a subject of careful inquiry ; 
and would now open it to my brethren of this church, 
in its true light. In my leisure I have thought pro- 
per to write, and one principal reason why I have 
written, is, that the inquiry may be open to a re- 
view. If the inquiry ‘be consistent with truth, 2 
review may be profitable. If it be inconsistent, its 
error may be detected. As to this, after a patient 
and careful hearing, the church will be able to judge. 
But whether consistent or inconsistent, believe me, 
my brethren, its design is to set forth, in a clear light, 
the nature of the charges, brought against our offend- 
ing brother, the nature of the satisfaction we require, . 
and the result of an excommunicatien. To the whole 
I wish for a patient and careful attention. And may 
the Lord assist us ;—may he open our hearts to a pro- 
per conviction, and enable us to manage the cause in 
his fear and to his glory. 

Such in my view is the nature of the charges, and 
the nature of the satisfaction required, that no satis- 
faction can be made. Of course, the charges must be 
withdrawn, or an excommunication take place. Upon 
this expectation, you will perceive, the whole inquiry 
is founded. Therefore, we observe, that, in order te 
the excommunication of a member, we ought, my 
brethren, to have the most convincing evidence, that 
that member has broken his covenant engagements. 
Then we may proceed with safety. But to proceed 
without this evidence,—more especially, to proceed 
with evidence of the contrary before us; evidence 
that he has not broken his covenant engagements ; we 
shall break the covenant, and become ourselves the 
_ guilty party. Just as in the case of the marriage cove- 
nant. If the male party wrongfully accuse the other, 
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and unjustly put her away, as guilty, when she is not 
guilty, he breaks the covenant, and becomes himself 
the guilty party. So in the case before us. Should 
we deal with our offending brother, as a covenant- 
breaker, when he is not, we break the covenant, and 
become ourselves the guilty party. 

Let us then very seriously inquire, whether brother 
Boynton has broken his covenant. And, in order to 
be satisfied, let ug now attend to the allegations 
brought against him. 

First. He has signed under the Restoration head, 
for improving the Meeting-house. That is, in signing 
under this head, he has declared to us, 2nd to the world, 
that he is a Restorationer. 

This declaration is that open profession of his reli- 
loug sentiments, which, according to Dea, Clarke, 
as now become immoral conduct,—an offence of a 

very serious nature. But with regard to this, let me 
ask, Did he not declare to us, at the time we received 
bim back to our communion, and did he not declare to 
the world, that he was a Restorationer? To be sure. 
This no one in the church presumes to deny. And 
was this declaration, this open-heartedness, in telling 
us honestly what he was, then considered an offence, 
as itis now? An offence which rendered him unwor- 
thy of our communion? How then could he be ad- 
mitted to our communion? And especially, how 
could he be admitted, time after time, for five years? 
But if it were not considered an offence—If at the 
4ime, it was considered right in brother Boynton, to 
declare openly his faith, to tell us honestly what he 
was, how can it be considered wrong now? How can 
it be made an offence, equal to covenant-breaking f 
For my own part I confess it is difficult to understand. 

And besides, here is another circumstance. In- 
stead of breaking his covenant, by signing his name a 
Restorationer, brother Boynton had a covenant right 
todo so—a right bya covenant made in open day- 
light, by him and the church; at least by her leading 
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members, and assented unto by the rest. The cove- 


nant is the following :— 
“Plymouth, South East District School house. 


“An agreement entered into by the Meeting-house 
Society, so cated. That whereas the Society is form- 
ed of men of different religious tenets, it is unani- 
mously agreed, that each denomination shall be en- 
titled (upon requesting the same) to the Meeting- 
house, such a part of the time 4s shall make them 
equal to the other denominations, according to what 
money they have paid in building said Meeting-house: 
Which privilege shall be given to each denomination 
without molestation or hindrance whatever. In wit- 
ness of this agreement, we hereunto set our hands 
this nineteenth day of April, 1815. Signed by 

Isaiah Boynton, Robert Dunlap, Benjamin Page, 
Timothy Ellis, Jun. Daniel Bassett, James Pollard, 
Andrew Dunlap, Caleb Weaver, Daniel Clarke, Joseph 
Howe, Elisha Bigelow, Asahel Godard, John French, 
Jacob Marsh, John Ayer, Eliakim Davis, Joseph 
Brown, James French. 

A true copy of the record, 
, Isaian Borwyron, 
Clerk for the Society.’ 

This, brethren, is the covenant. And now because 
he has exercised the right of this covenant—must I 
say those very persons who entered into the covenant, 
and gave him the right—they have come forward with 
a complaint against him for exercising the right which 
they themselves gave him. Is not this extraordinary ? 
How could a church of Christ,—how could fathers in 
Israel, do such a thing as this? By this covenant 
our offending brother hada right not only to sign 
under the Restoration head ; but also to hire Restora- 
tion preaching ; and in this way to enjoy his religious 
sentiments unmolested. For this appears to be the 
very sense of the agreement. Yet notwithstanding, 
lest he should give uneasiness to his brethren, he gave 
ap this right, and with them hired congregational 
preaehing. 


Q¥ 
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What an instance is this of an accommodating 
spirit! a desire to live in peace, that the God of peace 
might be with him! 

The substance of the foregoing is this. As brether 
Boynton was cautious in his return to the church, and 
in order to prevent any after difficulty, told us hon- 
estly his profession of faith; that it was the same as 
it hal been; and as we received him with this same 
aigpagega ; and especially, as we afterwards gave 

im a covenant right to this same profession; and a 
right to maintain it unmolested ; how can his main- 
taining it be a breach of his covenant? A breach of 
his covenant to us, who gave him this right ? It cannot, 
in my opinion.—It cannot be. He is innocent. The 
evidence before us is strong in his favor. 

We come now to the second article of charge ; viz. 
He has manifested great coldness towards the recent 
reformation in this place, by absenting himself from 
our religious meetings. In regard to this charge, my 
brethren, our offending brother, altho he has attended 
once in a while, acknowledges, that, generally, he has 
been absent from public worship; but says, the sick- 
ness of his family required his attendance at home. 
He states, that during the recent reformation, he was 
by turns unwell himself; his father also. His moth- 
er, nearly at the beginning of the reformation, was 


taken sick: and continued sick till nearly the close. 


And her sickness being somewhat like that of a palsy, 
rendered her so helpless, as to make his attendance 
upon public worship, generally, inconvenient, and 
eften impracticable. Now, allowing this statement 
eorrect—and that it is correct, he is willing to have 
all his neighbors testify, how can his attendance at 
home be a proof of coldness towards the reformation t 
Might he not, while weeping for his mother upon 
her dying bed, rejoice at the return of sinners to the 


way of life? 1 think he might. And who can say 


but he did? Would not charity, which hopes all 
things, hope that he did and consider his attendance 
at home a proof of dutifulness to his aged mether, 
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then upon her dying bed, rather than a proof of cold- 
ness towards the reformation? Ithink it would. 
But to come more directly to the point. Allowing 
the sickness of his family to require his attendance at 
home; then, this attendance, instead of breaking, was 
actually fulfilling his covenant engagements. He was 
in the way of his duty, not guilty, but innocent. 

But after all, it seems, the church are jealous he 
might have attended more than he has, notwithstand- 
ing the sickness of his family. Well supposing he 
might. Then, you ask, whydid he not ? We answer, 

ossibly for some reason or other he might be dissatis- 
fied with the minister; and on this account absent 
himself from meeting. Andif on this account he ab- 
sented himself from meeting; his absence, if it prove 
any thing, must prove him dissatisfied with the minis- 
ter ; and not with the reformation. With regard to 
the reformation, his absence in this case, proves noth- 
ing. Or being dissatisfied with the minister, he might, 
possibly, be afraid he should say something against 
him, or against his preaching; and so hinder the 
reformation. If this were the reason of his absence, 
it proves him, I think, rather friendly to the reforma- 
tion than otherwise. 

Thus, my brethren, if we can only hear the voice 
of reason, and especially the voice of charity,—that 
charity which bears all things, and hopes all is well ; 
it will do away this charge against our offending broth- 
er entirely. It will do away our disagreeable feel- 
ings ; and dispose us to conclude that his absence, 
considering its circumstances, is no proof,—no mani- 
festation at all of coldness towards the recent refor- 
mation. It will dispose us to conelude that he is inno- 
cent. The evidence before us is thus strong in his favor. 

Tosum up and bring the whole into one point of 
view, It is this, 

First. He signed under the Restoration head for 
improving the Meeting-house. This, it is acknow- 
tedged, he actually did. And this he had a right to 
de,.—s covenant right, which we ourselves gave him. 
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{nd more ; aright to doitunmolested. And besides, 
in doing this, he did no more than sign his name what 
he really was; what he had honestly told us he was; 
and what we actually received him for. And this, if 
he signed his name at all, his covenant engagements 
required him, as they require every man, to be honest. 
And honest he was. He would suffer no misunder- 
standing ; but told us plainly his profession of faith. 
instead, therefore, of breaking his covenant engage- 
ments, by signing his name a Restorationer, I think he 
rather fulfilled them. He acted the honest part. 


Much the same may be observed, in regard to the 


second article of charge,—He has manifested great 
coldness towards the recent reformation in this place, 


by absenting himself from our religious meetings. 
As to this charge, mpertees that the sickness of his 


family yequired his attendance at home; then this 
attendance was so far from breaking his covenant 


engagements, that it was actually fulfilling them. He 


was in the way of his daty, not guilty, but innocent. 
In this concise, this summary view of the whole case, 


we see the nature of the charges, now brought against 


brother Boynton. In the next place, let us set forth 
the nature of the satisfaction we require. The satis- 


faction which we require, my brethren, if we require 


any, is repentance. ‘This is always required. For ex- 
ample, if a member has been guilty of lying, he must 


be sorry for his lying, leave it off, and speak the truth. 


This is repentance. So in case of Sabbath-breaking ; 
or any wron whatever. He must be sorry for the 


wrong, leave it off, and do right. This is repentance. 


And this is what we require in the case before us. 
It is leaving off the wrong, and doing right. The 


wrong then, in the case before us, is signing his name 


a Restorationer ; just what he really is. This is the 
wrong; of this, then, he must now repent. This he 


must now leave off, and in time to come, if he sign his 


name at all, must sign it what it is not; not what it is. 
This is the offence; but what it is not! This is 


repentance, and the only repentance, my brethren, 
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which the case can admit. This then is the repen- 
tance, the satisfaction we require. And this the sat- 
isfaction in case of his absence from meeting, Ad- 
mitting the sickness of his family required his ab- 
sence from meeting, and his attendance at home, then, 
he must be sorry he has done as the sickness of his 
family required him to do; he must leave it off, and do 
sono more! Now, then, in case our offending brother 
could come forward, and say with tears in his eyes, I 


repent, [am sorry [have signed my name what it 
really is; | will do so no more; but intimeto come, 
sign it what it is not :—In case he could come forward 


and say, I thus repent, we are bound to forgive hin— 
bound, glaring as the deception is, to acknowledge it 


satisfactory, and receive him to our fellowship. So 
could he come forward, and say I am sorry I have at- 
tended upon my family, when sickness required, 
rather thau upon our religious meetings ; and will do 
sono more; we are bound to acknowledge it satisfac- 


tory. In this, therefore, we see the nature of the re- 
entance, the satisfaction we require. In the first 


instance it amounts, must I say, todeception ;—a reso- 


lution to leave off signing his name what it is ; and to 
sign it what itis not! And,in the second instance to 


an omission of his duty to his family in distress ;—a 


resolution to leave, even his mother in distress, and 
attend upon our religious meetings! I declare, my 


brethren, the thought excites my tears and my aston- 


ishment! I can hardly believe the facts before my 
eyes. I hesitate,—I query,—tis it possible for a church 
of Christ to bring such charges, and require such a 
satisfaction? Perhaps, myself mistake. But where- 
inP DoI mistake, whenI say the church has brought 
suchcharges? No. They say it themselves,—and 
here the charges are. Do Ithen mistake when I say 
they require repentance, as a necessary satisfaction £ 
By no means :—This is always required. And what 
is this repentance, but a sorrow for the offence, and a 
resolution to offend no more ?—a sorrow that he has 


signed his name what it really is, and a resolution to 
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do it no more?—a sorrow that he has absented him- 
self from our meetings, when sickness required it, and 
a resolution todo itno more? This I may venture 
to say, is the repentance, the satisfaction we actually 
require. It cannot be a sorrow for the offence, and 
commit it again ;—It must be a sorrow for the offence, 
and commit itno more. Where then can I mistake P 
No mistake can I see. And if there is no mistake, if 
the honest truth has been brought into view, it may 
well excite my tears and my astonishment! I donot 
wonder so much at the children in the church. No; 
children naturetly inquire of their fathers what is 
right; what their fathers inform them, they readily 
believe. But I wonder at the fathers—men of years— 
men of experience ; and with the Bible open before 
them! I wonder that they should bring such charges, 
and require sucha satisfaction ! 

To conclude ; as we have attended to each particu- 
lar charge, and endeavored clearly to set forth the truth, 
it appears that brother Beynton has, in neither of the 
charges brought against him, broken any covenant 
engagement whatever. And if not, then should we 
proceed to excommunicate him as a covenant breaker, 
when he is not a covenant breaker, we shall of course 
become covenant breakers ourselves; just as in the 
case of the marriage covenant, stated at the beginning 
of our inquiry. This is a plain case, and the ver 
point to which we are now reduced. We have then, 
only to ask, Shall we proceed? or shall we forbear? 
Shall we become covenant breakers? or shall we 
withdraw our complaints, and make satisfaction for 
the trouble we have occasioned? But, to dissuademy 
brethren from proceeding, I wish to observe: Should we 
proceed, and become ourselves the guilty party, we 
shall, in my opinion, forfeit our claim te the confidence 
of mankind, and to the confidence of our own members. 
I say for one, I can no longer feel myself safe in the 
church. 
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This was our defence before the church. The 
church, then, as we peepeees. granted the ground of his 
conduct which they had made the subject of complaint, 
and, in effect, made his sentiments the ground, the 
subject of complaint. For, instead of attempting to 
point out any error in the defence, they replied ; «We 
did not receive Esq. B. back, to harbor such senti- 
ments in the church; but to correct the error of our 
former proceedings.” ‘That was, to take the first and 
second step, which they did not then take: and ex- 
communicate him again. Upon this, the moderator, 
Rev. Walter Chapin, thought oar defence had missed 
its object ; and that as the church received him back 
for that purpose, they might proceed ‘upon that princi- 
ple. Then, altho he thought improper before, he un- 
dertook to set forth, at considerable length, the dan- 
gerous tendency of the Restoration sentiment. Icon- 
ceded to the justness of his observations ;* but wished 
to understand, whether he were proceeding upon the 
charges, or upon his sentiments. He then put his 
hand upon the paper, as if to say, upon the charges. 
But, said I, by your present observations, it seems as 
tho you were proceeding upon his sentiments. We 
wish to understand. But he gave us no answer. As 
therefore, we could not be informed ; and as we were 
not prepared to meet them upon this new ground 
they had taken, we remained silent, and the business 
proceeded. The church voted to withdraw their fel- 
lowship from Esq. Boynton. This, altho other things 
were said, was the current of business after our de- 
fence, This therefore, taken in connexion with other 
things, we wish to bring forward, is what we thought 
extraordinary in a church of Christ, is the reason 
why myself and others withdrew, at the time, and in 
the manner, we did ;—is what I thought was actuall 
wrong; and what I could not acknowledge to be right, 
altho the church required it, For in my opinion it 
carries the appearance of inconsistency, of unfairness, 


* Mr. Brown is not a Universalist, 
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of deception, and of covenant-breaking. I say the 
appearance, and shall leave it with this council to 
judge as to the reality. 

irst. It has the appearance of inconsistency. For 
after the two charges were brought forward, Dea. 
Clarke, in order to give us a distinct understanding of 
the case, observed, that brother Boynton’s Restora- 
tion sentiments were not brought as a complaint 
against him, but his immoral conduct, growing, as he 
termed it, out of those sentiments. Now, upon sup- 
position, his Restoration sentiments were the real 
complaint in the mind of the church, as appears by 
their after proceedings Way were, how then, could 
they declare, they were not: 

And if they were not their complaint, then, how 
could they make them so? How could they make 
them their complaint, when, at the very time, they 
declared they were net their complaint’ This, to 
say the least, has, I think, the appearance of inconsis- 
tency. Another thing which has the appearance is 
this :—After our defence, Dea. Clarke replied, We 
did not receive brother Boynton back to harbor Resto- 
ration sentiments in the church; but to correct the 
error of our former proceedings. This was their 
statement, and according to this, the church in the 
first instance of excommunication, proceeded without 
taking the previous steps ; and perceiving their error, 
they received him back in order to take them,—to go 
brother by brother, as directed by our Savior, to re- 
claim him from his erroneous sentiments. To do this, 
was, it seems, their honest intention. For this very 

urpose, according to the statement, they received 
fim back. It was also not only their intention; butit 
continued to be their intention for five full years. But 
yet, after all, instead of doing what they honestly in- 
tended,—instead of going as directed by our Savior 
to reclaim him from his erroneous sentiments, they 
told him repeatedly, and told us all in open meeting, 
that his erroneous sentiments were not their complaint 


égainst him; but his immoral conduct. They then 
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proceeded to a second excommunication, leaving their 
error as it was—uncorrected. Now, if the church 
honestly intended to correct their error,—to go and 
labor to reclaim him from his erroneous sentiments 
how could they declare that those sentiments wit 
not their complaint againsthim? And if they were 
not their complaint, as they actually declared ; then, 
how. could they honestly intend to ge and pein itis 
him? ‘Togo and reclaim him from those sentiments, 
which were not their complaint against him? And 
besides,—it seems, according to the statement, that 
the church thought they could not correct.their error 
without receiving him back to their communion. 
Therefore, they received him. 

Thére is one thing more, and the only one under 
this head, which I shall now mention. According to 
the afosesiid statement, by withdrawing their fellow- 
ship once, and intending after correcting their error, © 
to withdraw it again, it appears that the church look- 
ed upon brother Boynton at the time, as unworthy of 
their communion. And yet, even while they looked 
upon him as unworthy, they actually received him as 
if he were worthy. And why? truly, according 
to their own statement, because they had done un- 
worthily themselves; intending, after his reception, 
to do more worthily,—to correct their error! This, 
also, has I think, the appearance of inconsistency. 

Wecome, secondly,to their unfairness from the afore- 
said statement. It appears that the church proceed- 
ed at last, upon the ground of his religious sentiments ; 
and justified themselves upon the principle of receiv- 
ing him back, in order to correct their former error, 
and now to deal with him as our Savior has directed, 
Whereas, in the first instance, they rather failed. 
Now upon supposition they actually lid proceed — 
his religious sentiments ; their proc: edings must a 
pear, I “think, extremely unfair. For, if his religtous 
sentiments were, in reality, the grounds of their com- 
“plaint, as appears they were, why could they net 
bring them as the ground of their complaint ? And 


3 
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instead of telling him they were not, why could they 
not inform him that they were ? Especially, when in- 
formation was requested? Must a brother in the 
church be brought upon trial, as it were for his life, 
and he not be informed for what? And must he, in 
this way, be shut out from every chance to make either 
satisfaction or defence, till the sentence of his death 
is actually passea? Is this fair? I was going to 
say, were he brought upon trial by the court of Inqui- 
sition, &c.—But I forbear—I only add ; it seems, 
christianity must bleed at the thought, the appearance 
is so unfair ! 

Thirdly. We are to consider the appearance of 
deception. This may be seen in the result of two 
statements. 

First. After brother Boynton’s former excommu- 
nication, the church wasin a broken state, for about 
four years. Then Rey. Justin Parsons came as a Mis- 
sionary. In the time of his ministry, the church were 
led by some means or other, to think they had done 
wrong in dealing with brother Boynton for his reli- 

ious sentiments, as they did; and wished to under- 
stand, if he would return. He informed that he 
would; on condition he might no more suffer for his 
sentiments, which were still the same. But if his 
conduct should be inconsistent with his christian pro- 
fession, he was willing to suffer; but was not willing 
to suffer for his sentiments. Upon this a meeting was 
called. The church then, one by one, acknowledged 
to brother Boynton, they had done wrong in dealing 
with him for his sentiments as they did. After this, 
at another meeting they rescinded their vote of ex- 
communication ; and with open arms received him 
again to their communion. This statement of broth- 
er Boynton’s readmission, we think is correct. And 
for its correctness we can appeal to competent wit- 
nesses, the concession, made by Dea. Clarke in open 
meeting, and to the records of the church. ‘The oth- 


er statement is the one we have repeatedly mentioned 
before, viz. the statement of the church. ‘We did not 
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receive brother Boynton back in order to harbor Resto- 
vation sentiments; but to correct the error of our 
former proceedings.’ 

In the result of these two statements may be seen, 
I think, the appearance of deception. According to 
the first, the church acknowledge to brother Boynton, 
they had done wrong in turning him away for his sen- 
timents as they did. And what was this acknowledge- 
ment of wrong, but a declaration that they were 
sorry, and would do the wrong no more? 

After this, they rescinded their vote which turned 
him away for his sentiments. And what was this, but 
ones again they had done wrong in voting 
him away for his sentiments, and declaring that they 
would doit no more? Yet, notwithstanding all this— 
this practical, this repeated declaration,that they would 
not; that such a thing was not in their heart; yet, I 
say, if we are to believe their own statement, it actu- 
ally was their intention, to turn him away for his senti- 
ments again; for they could not harbor them in the 
church. Now, for a church of Christ thus practically 
to declare, thus repeatedly, that they were sige 
in turning him away for his religion, as they did, an 
would do it no more, when, at the very time, it was in 
their heart, their real intention to Jo it, carries, I 
think, the appearance of deception. 

Fourthly and lastly. We come to the part of their 
proceedings, which carries the appearance of cove- 
nant breaking ; in regard to this, if our aforesaid 
statement is correct, brother Boynton inforined the 
church, that he could not return to suffer for confes- 
sion of faith as he had suffered. And, understanding 
this condition, it appears, that the church assured, at 
least, strongly encouraged him to expect he should 
not. They acknowledged to brother Boynton, they 
had done wrong in dealing with him for his sentiments 
as they did. And what was this, but saying they 
were sorry, and would do se no mere? After this, as 
if to remove every ground of jealousy, and confirm his 
expectation, they repeated their acknowledgement of 
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wrong, in reconsidering their vote. Their vote of 
excommunication, they actually reconsidered. And 
what was this, but declaring again they had done 
wrong in voting him away for his sentiments, as they 
did, and would doit no more? This, I think, was actu- 
ally agreeing to the condition he proposed. ‘The con- 
dition was this, “I cannot return to suffer as I have 
for my confession of faith.” And their acknowledge- 
ment said repeatedly, “You shall not.—We have done 
wrong in making you suffer as we did, and will do it 
no more.”’ Does not this look like entering into cove- 
nant,—like agreeing to the condition he proposed ? 

But here 1s one thing more. After this was all 
done, they actually received him to their comimunion. 
And what was this but opening their arms and telling 
him tocome? 

How these things appear to this venerable Council, 
[cannot say. But to me they appear like entering 
into covenant, and giving himas strong an assurance 
as human frailty could give, that he should no more 
be turned away for his sentiments as he had been. 
And yet, notwithstanding this assurance, this practi- 
eal, this repeated declaration that they would not do 
the wrong they had done ;—would not turn him away 
for his sentiments again; yet, I may venture to say, 
they have actually done it. But according to their 
statement, they received him back for this very pur- 
pose ;—to correct their error, and turn him away 
again—his sentiments were so corrupt. 

‘For this church, therefore, to proceed and ex- 
communicate brother Boynton, because of his reli- 
gion, as they did before, when they gave him such a 
practical and repeated assurance that they would not, 
carries, at least, the appearance of covenant breaking. 
This appearance, therefore, of covenant breaking, of 
deception, of unfairness and inconsistency, in the 
proceedings of this church, is what we thought extra- 
ordinary,—is the reason why myself and others with- 
drew at the time and in the manner we did;—is what I 
thought was wrong, and could not acknowledge to be 





The Christian Repository. 29 


right. IfI could have acknowledged it to be right, it 
seems the church would have been satisfied, and re- 
ceived me again to the Lord’s table—a worthy com- 
municant. But as I could not, I must be cast off as | 
now am—unworthy. 

Before we submit to the Council what is here offer- 
ed, 1 cannot but express my surprise that the three 
enlightened ministers, then present, should encour- 
age and lead on a professed church of Christ to ex- 
communicate a brother, when they could not inform 
him for what, even whet information was requested # 
And cannot to this day! 

I say, | cannot but express my surprise! - 

JosePpH Brown. 


RECORDS OF THE CHURCH. 
Atachurch meeting holden at Plymouth on the 
15th ef August, 1810—opened by prayer—and after 
hearing Isaiah Boynton iY gh all admonition, and 
persist in his sentiments of universal salvation, and 
urging a decisive vote to be taken at that time, the 
church voted to withdraw their watch-care over him. 


December 8, 1814. 


Whereas the church have had a number of meetin 
and conferences within six months past, and have this 
day ameeting when Mr. Parsons preached at the 
school-house, and then met at Daniel Clarke’s, for the 
purpose of removing difficulties out of the way, if any 
should appear, and of having a communion; the fol- 
lowing vote was taken, viz. 

At a church meeting in Plymouth, Rey. Justin Par- 
sons, Moderator— 

Voted, unanimously, to reconsider the vote passed 
by the church in Aug. the 15th, 1810, as premature; 
and to place ourselves and our brother _ a in 
the same relation to each other, as we were before 
said vote. 

Justin Parsons, Moderator. 

Attest, AzEx Mannine. 


st 
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June 14, 1820. 

At a church meeting, warned for that purpose, the 
church took into consideration the case of brother 
Isaiah Boynton. There were present, Rev. Mr. 
Chapin, Rev. Mr. Read, and Mr. Manning. The 
sneeting was opened by prayer. 

Chose Rev. Mr. Chapin, Moderator. 

And after hearing the complaint against Mr. Boyn- 
ton for supporting the Universal doctrine in the use 
of the Meeting-house; and -for coldness and indif- 
ference towards the work of grace, which -he ac- 
knowledged were true, the church were called on 
to show their minds, whether the charges were sup- 
ported.—Voted that they were.—And after almost 
five hours deliberation, the vote was taken in these 
words; viz. Shall we withdraw our fellowship from 
brother Isaiah Boynton?—Voted in the affirmative, 
and the meeting was closed by prayer, by Rev. Mr. 
Chapin. 

A true copy of the record. 
Attest, Apert Manninc, 


August 2, 1821. 
Ata church meeting adjourned for that purpose, 
Mr. Brown appeared to attend to difficulties, existing 
between him and the church ; andas the church could 
not obtain satisfaction, he thinking them wrong and 
himself to be right, after due deliberation, the church 
voted unanimously, That if no member of the church, 
iucluding Mr. Brown, manifest any dissatisfaction, 
er disposition to call a church meeting further on the 
subject, within the term of eight weeks, that we with- 
draw our fellowship from Mr. Joseph Brown; having 
pursued the directions pointed out in the gospel of 
Christ. At the expiration of eight weeks, Mr. Brown 
having manifested dissatisfaction, the church were 
called together, Sept. 27, and finding things as they 
were, manifested their satisfaction of the above vote, 
and withdrew fellowship from Mr. Joseph Brown. 
Attest, BEL Mannine. 
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RESULT OF THE LAST COUNCIL. 

At an ecclesiastical Council, convened by letters 
whissive from the Rev. Joseph Brown, at the 
Meeting-house in Plymouth, Oct. 31, in the year of 
our Lord, one thousand eight hundred and twenty- 
one; were present, Pastors and Delegates as follows: 
From the church in Westminster, F. P. Rev. Sylvester 
Sage. Westminster, W. P. Rev. Timothy Field, Dea. 
Elijah Ranny, Jr. Delegate. Springfield, Rev. Robin- 
son Smiley, Dea. Joseph Selden, Delegate. Clare- 
mont, N.H. Rev. Jonathan Nye, Br. Barnabas Ellis, 
Delegate. Charlestown, N.H. Rev. J. Crosby. Put- 
ney, Rev. E. D. Andrews, Br. Asa Washburn, Dele- 
gate. Reading, Br. John Emerson, Delegate. 

Rev. Sylvester Sage was chosen Moderator; and 
Rey. E. D. Andrews, Scribe. ‘The Council was open- 
ed with prayer, by the Moderator. Mr. Brown read 
before the Council, and laid upon their table, several 
documents, showing the transactions of the churchinr e- 
lation to himself; and, also, the defence that he made 
in behalf of Esq. Boynton, which was the ground of Mr. 
Brown’s exclusion from the church. Mr. Manning, 
and the members of the church were called upon to 
testify, respecting the several subjects which came be- 
fore the Council ; with which request they cheerfully 
complied. The Council, after a patient examination 
ef the whole case before them, 

Voted, As their unanimous opinion, that the 
charges which were alledged against Mr. Brown, were 
not sufficient to justify the church in excommunieat- 
ing him. 

The Council are of opinion, that im every case of 
difficulty, an offending member, who requests a mu- 
tual council, hath aright to one according to the es- 
tablished usages of the Congregational churches in 
New-England. 

The Council are also of opinion, that a local church 
have not a right to excommunicate a minister of the 
goznel, who requests a council, without allowing him 
_» the privilege of being tried by a council, or his peers. 
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The members of the Council, however, claim no right 
to compel the church of Plymouth to reverse or alter 
their proceedings against Mr. Brown. But they de 
not judge that he hath been guilty of any thing, hich 
ought to deprive him of fellowship and communion in 
the churches, or that ought to affect his rights as a 
minister of the Gospel. 

Voted, That the above be accepted as a correct 
statement of the doings of the Council. 


Signed by order of Council. 


. Srxivester S4ce, Moderator. 
Attest, E. D. Anbrews, Scribe. 


CONCLUSION, 


After all, the defendants, or rather one of them, 
can hardly forbear to notice the extraordinary record, 
which the church has made of the charges they brought 
against him. The first charge, as they brought it 
when the labor begun, is this ; he signed his name 
a Restorationer for the improvement of the Meeting- 
house. 

The second, He has manifested great coldness and 
indifference towards the recent reformation in this 
place by absenting himself from our religious meet- 
ings. 

“Record.—After hearing the complaints of support- 
mg Universal doctrine in the use of the Meeting- 
house, and coldness and indifference towards the re- 
cent reformation, which he acknowledged were true ; 


the church was called on,’ &c. 
In regard to the first, how could the church, or 


rather the leaders of the church, record his supporti 
Universal or Restoration doctrine as the ound of 
their complaint, when at the very time and in open 
meeting, they declared this doctrine was not their 
complaint; but his immoral conduct—his signing 
under the Restoration head, which they considered an 
open profession of his religious sentiments, and de- 
fined immoral conduct? | | 
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Further.—Signing under this head for the improve- 
ment of the Meeting-house, he acknowledged was 
true, but denied that it was to support Universal doc- 
trine. Altho he had a right, by a fair agreement ; yet, 
lest he should offend his brethren, he gave up this right, 
and with them hired C ongregational preaching. This 
he said in his defence, and thus denied openly and 
audibly before the whole assembly, that he had sup- 
ported Universal doctrine, yet the church, or rather 
the leaders of the church have left out of their record, 
that part of the charge which he acknowledged ; and 
that which he denied, they have brought in, and de- 
clared that he owned it to be true! 

So also, in the second charge. He acknowledged 
that, generally, he had_ been absent from public wor- 
ship ; but denied that it was out of coldness toward 
the reforituation saying, his family was sick, and re- 
quired his attendance at home. Yet that part of the | 
charge which he acknowledged, they have left out 
and that which he denied, they have actually rem 
in, and declared that he owned it to be true. 

I am greatly stumbled. Were they ashamed of 
their charges? And did they do this, to hide their 
shame from generations to come? I was about to 
say yes,—but I hesitate. Would a minister of the 
gospel and his deacons, bring a downright falsehood 
into the records of their church, to make the genera- 
tions to come believe a lie? To make them believe 
that their offending brother owned to be true, what he 
actually denied as false ? 

I am greatly stumbled. 


The Lord be merciful to us all. 
Isaitau Bornron. 


—_—_—_—__ 


ON THE DIVINE PRESCIENCE AND DECREE. 


(Concluded. ) 
[We owe an apology to our new subscribers for continuing @ 
_ piece, the beginning of which they have had no opportunity 





« 
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’ 
to peruse. We have only to add, that we were unable te 
finish this article in a former number, as was calculated, 
unless we excluded what appeared to us indispensable. | 


The above arguments are designed to prove no more 
than the possibility of the doctrine of man’s free 
agency, and its consistency with God’s knowledge of 
all events, future as well as past. The truth of the 
doctrine we attempt to prove from man’s acknowledg- 
ed moral and accountable state. It seems it must be 
true that man’s actions are fixed and unavoidable, or 
they are not. If they are fixed, why does God require 
us to refrain from wickedness ? He knows that on such 
a plan, it is not possible for us to avoid any sin we 
commit; nor is it, in any sense, to our praise, that 
any of our actions are virtuous. We all feel that we 
have freedom te a certain extent in our actions, which 
if we have not, would argue that God has given us a 
deceptive or imaginary principle. Besides, how have 
men found out a system, that 1s contrary to universal 
experience ? Has God opened to some men the arca- 
num of heaven, and tauglit them, contrary’ to eve 
principle of moral law and human experience, that the 
sinner must transgress, by a law of unavoidable neces- 
sity ? It would appear, those who would extend their 
knowledge of the divine decrees thus far, ought to give 
evidence of divine inspiration, or make their subject 
manifest from the plain testimony of the inspired 
writers. 

Respecting prophecy, we are aware, something may 
be urged against the doctrine of free agency. But on 
this ground, we do not expect to meet insuperable dif- 
ficulties. If it be said, those actions of men, which 
God inspired his prophets to foretel, were unavoida- 
ble by them, we .reply, this is assuming the point, 
which we would disprove. It is sufficient to say, God 
foresaw, or if a better word, saw the actions, and 
caused them to be pronounced accordingly. This is 
all the position proves. It might embrace more, but 
does not prove it. 


A man may guess some future actions of his fellow- 
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ereatures, and many times guess right, without exer- 
cising any arbitrary or compulsory laws that should 
make his conjecture true; and is it too hard to be- 
lieve, that Ged can always ‘inéw what man may often 
conjecture ? Whoever ‘concedes to this idea, may 
very easily perceive that great and important events 
may be placed with certainty, in the divine mind, on 
actions which are in themselves contingent. Wheth- 
er established on decree or not, nothing can be any 
otherwise than perfectly known to God. - Nor can it 
be degrading to the character of God as omnipotent 
and omniscient, to give man the power of free agency, 
and yet not sufier that agency to interfere with his 
great and good designs. The opposite idea rather 
tends to lessen the efficient power of the divine agen- 
cy. If God governs men by laws of fatal necessity, 
this sovernment is nothing more than his own personal 
actions. For in this case men are the mere instru- . 
ments of action, as the water-wheel by the water, or 
the axe by him that handles it. But on the idea of 
man’s agency, we behold our Creator governing his 
own actions and the actions of other agents. We, 
therefore, see on the plan of free moral agency, it 
detracts nothing, but rather exalts the wisdom of our 
Maker. 

When we object to man’s acting by a law of neces- 
sity, we would not be understood teat he acts inde- 
pendent of the divine efficiency ; but we object to this 
efliciency’s deciding necessitously how he shall act. 
Our opposers are generally disposed to take ground, 
which we would not adopt, to refute us. Tho they 
reason well, they miss their object, by assuming wrong 
premises. 

The doctrine of agency in the sense in which we 
would maintain it, is “used as an argument against the 
salvation of all men. But we are unable to discern 
the propriety of such reasoning. If God can save 
soine of the worst of sinners, without violating their 
” agency, as they themselves confess he sometimes does, 











36 The Christian Hepository. 


what reason can they show from this principle, why 
all rhen cannot be saved by the same means ? 

Some say this doctrine of agency limits the divine 
power and government; but to us, it is exactly the re- 
verse. Human agents have sometimes the power of 
governing their fellow beings; but not by laws that 
render it impossible for them never to deviate from 
their commands. And can we not well imagine that 
God can exercise his power in governing, in a similar 
manner, and to such extent as he pleases? 

We anticipated when we commenced this article, 
to answer some objections which are sometimes brought 
from the scriptures, against the doctrine here advo- 
cated ; but our present limits will not admit such an 
undertaking. Something of a similar nature may, 
perhaps, be offered, in some of our future numbers. 





-_———_ - -—— 


For the Christian Repository. 
Mr. Epiror, 

I hope it will net be thought an improper liberty 
to request the insertion of the following observations 
in your useful pamphlet. Conscious of the rectitude 
of my motives in the request, and having reason to be- 
lieve that many others entertain the same views of the 
case before me, [ shall venture to sugeest what, at 
present, lies upon my mind, with considerable weight. 

Having for several years been in the habit of hear- 
ing the preachers of Universalism, who have come in 
my way, [have observed, that, almost without excep- 
tion, their preaching is confined to two objects, viz. a 
direct support of the opinion which distinguishes 
them from other christians, and a pointed and some- 
times severe and satirical animadversion upon the 
opinions of those who differ from them. Ihave occa- 
sionally attended the associations or conventions of 
the Universalists, and at those places have witnessed 
exemplifications of the truth of the above remarks. 
The preacher who delivered tlie iirst discourse, would 
appear to wish to occepy about the whole ground, 
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assumed by his order ; he would be followed by others, 
who had little to do, but traverse the same ground 
over again. In the progress of these discourses, the 
most trite and common-place arguments were advan- 
ced again and again; texts, familiar to every man 
were adduced in support of the doctrine in question ; 
and the whole discourse was pretty copiously seasoned 
with severe and pointed remarks, and not unfrequent- 
ly tinctured with invective. These observations ap- 

ly likewise te mest common occasions, upon which I 
aes been a hearer. 

In reflecting upon these facts, have asked myself 
these questions ; 1s the doctrine of Universal Salvation, 
the only doctrine of the Bible, or the only doctrine 
centained in it, which is worth contending for ? Does 
this doctrine form the whole matter of those discourses 
of our Lord and his apostles, which are left on record 
in the scriptures? Does not christianity, embrace © 
many general truths, holden-in common by all chris- 
tians, and which may be exhibited, and insisted upon 
with pleasure and profit, equal to what are derived 
from the constant discussion of one particular topic ? 

In the consideration of these questions, I have been 
led to think, that in general, there is more of doctrine 
believed, than is practised; that there is more theory 
advanced, than is practically useful ; that ministers 
often speculate when they ought to moralize ; that a 
moral and practical discourse, delivered without a 
single allusion to any other sect, will do more to con- 
vince gainsayers, than many others of a pointed char- 
acter; and that the strongest proofs of an attachment 
to christianity, must consist, not in defending any 
particular part of it, but every part, and exhibiting a 
temper of mildness and conciliation, rather than its 
opposite. By these means, “the gospel has run and 
been glorified ;”? by an opposite course, not a single 
convert was ever made, who “received the truth in 
the love of it.”” Wit my gain applause ; satire, direct- 
ed against opponents, may gratify many; metaphysi- 
cal reasoning may amuse and captivate a certain clase 
4 
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of auditors; but it should be remembered, that an 
attachment to these kinds of preaching is no evidence 
of love to God, or regard to the gospel. Many are 
pleased with shrewd obervations, and even with logi- 
cal arguments, who care nothing about the subject of 
those observations, nothing about the spirit of the do¢- 


trine which those arguments are raised to support. 
CHRISTIANUS. 


From the Christian Register. 


OSTENTATIOUS CHARITY. 

Mankind have ever discovered a strong propensity 
for securing the applause of the world, in discharging 
those religious duties, which ought to have an ultimate 
reference to God. ‘Lhis propensity, our Savior, during 
his ministry, had frequent occasion to rebuke. He 
saw many performing duties, in themselves good, but 
so much with the glare of ostentation as to lessen 
their value in divine estimation. He saw the rich 
cast their money into the treasury, but they took pains 
that others should admire their liberality. We there- 
fore find him, not only enforcing the duty of benevo- 
lence, but the importance of discharging 1t with right 
motives—* When thou doest alms, let not thy left hand 
know what thy right hand doeth,” is among his most 
direct precepts te this effect, This is a proverbial ex- 
pression, no doubt; the plain meaning of. which ap- 
pears to be this; when you do a good deed, be no 
more influenced by the applause or opinion of men, 
than if you were acting in the most retired manner, 
and knew that no eye saw you, but the eye of Him, 
who seeth in secret. ee 

If our Savior spoke with so little reserve against 
the practice of the Pharisee for sounding a trumpet 
before him, how reprehensible in the view of Heaven, 
must be the practice of many in modern times. I 
allude to the very prevalent practice of publishing in 
the journals of the day, the names of every one, whether 
man, woman, or child, who contributes any thing, how- 
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“yer small,to any charitable institution. In this man- 
ner the report of their charities reaches from one end 
of the nation to the other. And what is this but 
nourishing a passion of the human breast which our 
Savior, in the precept above adduced, aims to suppress? 
—It furnishes a powerful inducement to young and 
inconsiderate minds to give without regarding the 
character of their motives, and become, of course, a 
successful string, for those to touch, who are endea- 
voring to augment the funds of their favorite institu- 
tions. 

It is argued in defence of publishing charities, that 
it is calculated to provoke mankind to good works. 
But it seems to me that the true tendency of the prac- 
tice is rather to excite pride and vain shiv. While 
we plead for the exercise of charity as a christian vir- 
tue, we should use the utmost carefulness that it be 
performed from pure and exalted motives, and not from 
principles which while thev destroy all its virtue, tend 
also to corrupt the mind. We know that there is no 
affection of the human heart so difficult to sub¢ ue ant! 
none scarcely so dangerous to our spiritual interest 2s 
pride. How improper then to hold out an ailurement, 
under the sanction of christian virtue, calculated to 
nourish those propensities, which our holy religion is 
designed te subdue and bring into obedience to the 
law of Christ. 

These remacks are by no means intended to dis- 
courage christian benevolence, for while we live in 
this world, we shall find much occasion for its exer- 
cise. But while we acknowledge the duty of giving 
to such as suffer need, it ought to be our chief care to 
do it in meekness and sincerity. God loves not only 
a cheerful but ahumble giver. Butit is to be appre- 
hended, that if those charities, which are made with a 
view to the applause of men, were subtracted from 
those which are performed purely through motives of 
duty, the remainder would be exceedingly small. This 
consideration ought to excite self examination, that 
when we impart any of our substance to relieve the 
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distressed, or to aid any laudable object, we condlict 


with a strict reference to God and our duty. 
Why should we be so anxious, when we do a good 


deed, that the world should know it? God knows it ; 


and shall we prefer the vain praises of man to the ap- 
probation of God? Shall we be biassed by the breath 


of popular sentiment, when we are assured that those 
who give to be seen of man have their reward—the 


very reward they sought, and the only one they can 
rightfully expect—the vain puffs of human praise? A 


good conscience is surely the best present reward of 
christian virtue. It is true, it may be comforting to a 
man’s pride to think that he has done something to 


make the world stare ; that he has by some distinguish- 
ed act of charity perpetuated his memory to future 
zenerations: but of how much more value are the 


smiles of an approving conscience, and the assurance 
ef divine approbation? These will bea source of 
unfailing satisfaction, long after the voice of human 


applause has ceased and is forgotten. PASTOR. 


a 


BOMAN CATHOLIC VIEWS OF THE TRINITY, TAKEN 
FROM THE RT. REV. BISHOP HAY’S ABRIDGEMENT 


OF THE CHRISTIAN DOCTRINE, 


Q. How many Gods are there? 

4. There is only one God. 

Q. How many persons are there in God? 

4. In God there are three persons: God the Fa- 
ther, God the Son, and God the Holy Ghost. 

Q. Are these three persons really distinct among 
themselves P 

A. Yes, they are. 

Q. Why then are they not three Gods? 

4. Because they have all three but one and the self 
game divine nature and substance. 

Q. Is then each person true God? 

4. Yes: each person is true God, and they are 


all three but one and the same God. 
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Q. Does God the Father proceed from any other? 

A. No, God the Father proceeds from mone ; and 
he is therefore the first person of the Holy Trinity. 

Q. From whom does God the Son proceed ? 

A. From the Father only ; and therefore God the 


Son is the second person of the blessed Trinity. 


Q. From whom does God the Holy Ghost proceed? 
. He proceeds both from the Father and the Son, 


and is therefore the third person of the adorable 
Trinity. 


Q. What do you understand by the word Trinity? 


A. This great mystery of three persons in one God, 
distinct in their persons, and one in their nature and 


substance. 
== - 


For the Repository. 
AN ANECDOTE. 


There wasa certain widow who had long been attach- 
ed to the doctrine of Calvinism. With her, lived her. 


only son, whose fortune it was to believe in the doc- 
trine of Universal Restoration. ‘This displeased his 
dear mother very much. She often reprimanded him 


~ for his belief, and for reading those books, whieh treat 
upon the dectrine. At length, it so happened, that 
the young man came home late one evening, after his 


mother had retired, but was not asleep. He takes 
down the New. Testament and reads the following 
language, which you will find in Romans viii. 38, 39, 
at which the old lady very sternly replied, Jonathan, 
I am very sorry to find you always reading the Uni- 
versalist books. Destroy that book and go to bed, or 
that will destroy you. To which Jonathan replied ; 
Mother, it is the only Testament we have in the ies 
I don’t like to destroy it. Oh! said the old lady, it 
sounded so much like those plaguey books, I really 
thought it was ene of them.— Communicated. 
pa 
PARABLE AGAINST PERSECUTION, 


~The following beautiful parable closes Jeremy Tay- 
Tor’s admirable work on the Liberty of Prophesying, 
4* 
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and contains a moral, which many christians of the 
present day might apply to themselves, with no little 
profit to their charity and christian spirit. 

I end witha story, says he, which I find in the Jews’ 
books. When Abraham sat at his tent door, accordin 
to his custom, waiting to entertain strangers, he copied 
an old man, stooping and leaning on his staff,weary with 
age and travel, coming towards him, who was an hun- 
dred years of age. He received hiny kindly, washed 
his feet, provided supper, caused him to sit down; but 
observing that the old ‘man eat and prayed not, nor 
begged for a blessing on his meat, asked him, why he 
did not worship the Ged of heaven ? The old man told 
him that he worshipped the fire only, and acknow- 
ledged no other god ; at which Abraham grew so zea- 
lously angry, that he thrust the old man out of his 
tent, and exposed him to all the evils of the night, and 
an unguarded condition. 

When the old man was gone, God called to Abra- 
ham, and asked him where the stranger was? He 
replied, I thrust him away, because he did not worship 
thee. God answered him, I have suffered him these 
hundred years, altho he dishonored me, and couldst 
not thou endure hiw one night, when he gave thee no 
trouble ? Upon this, saith the story, Abraham fetched 
him back again, and gave him hospitable entertain- 
ment, ee imstruction. “Go thou and do like- 


wise,” and ‘thy charity will be rewarded by the God 
ef Abrahams” ” 


From the Universalist Magazine. 
TO THE REV. J. W. 

Dear Sir,—I have been highly gratified in reading 
the sermon which you had #e goodness to put into my 
hands ; but there is one subject which it presents in a 
different point of view from what I consider the true 
sense of scripture ; and that is punishment in a future 
state, or the invisible world. ‘To support yore views 
of this subject you have quoted the case of the Sodom- 
ites, Ezekiel xvi. from 53d to the end, and the case of 
the spirits in prison, 1 Peter iii. 
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On these portions of scripture I wish to make a few 
remarks, in order to set them in what conceive to be 
their proper light, and hope you wilinot consider me 
unkind or unfriendly in sodoing. | trust your love 
of the gospel disposes you to seek its true meaning.— 
The comforter is the spirit of truth which, alone, can 
guide us into all truth. 

The first case presented for comment, is that of 
the restoration of Sodom and her datghters. I wish 
to show you that Sodom, in respect both to its destruc- 
tion and restoration, is spoken of as a city. Im Gen. 
XVill. 24——32, we find Abraham supplicating the Lord 
to spare the city. In Lam. w~--6, the overthrow of 
Sodom, as in a moment, is spoken of as the punishment 
of her sin. As the entreaties of Abraham, that the 
city might be spared, were not granted, it was of 
course destroyed, as a city. In Mat. xi. 23, Christ 
says, “For if the mighty works which have been done 
in thee [Capernaum | had been done in Sodom, it would 
have remained unto this day.”?>, What would have re- 
mained unto that day? Ans. The city of Sodom. 
Not, surely, the people who imhabited the plage at 
the time it was destroyed, for a period of almost 2000 
years had elapsed. But, what Christ adds in the 
next verse you would prebably-use to show that he 
spoke of the inhabitants, instead of the city. “But I 
say unto you that it shall be more tolerable for the 
land of Sodom in the day of judgement than for thee.”’ 
The words, “shall be” lead some to suppose that the 
inhabitants of Sodom are referred to ; otherwise say 
they, the intolerable condition of it, in the day of 
judgement spoken of, is without meaning.—But this 
judgement must, evidently, be of such a nature as to 
apply to Capernaum as a city, and to Sodom asa land. 
“It shall be more tolerable for the land of Sodom, in 
the day of judgement, than for thee:” i. e. thee Caper- 
naum: the city, andnot the inhabitants of the same, 
in a separate state. The probable meaning is, that 
when Jerusalem should be compassed with armies, and 
the neighboring cities laid waste, Capernaum, which 
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was one of those cities, would be in a more intolerable 
state, in consequence of its protracted sufferings, by 
famine and the sword, than Sodem was, when it was 
“overthrown as in a moment ;” or else a more intole- 
rable one than the land of Sodom should then be in, 
altho it would still be enveloped in flames. There 
is no doubt but that Jerusalem and the countries round 
about suffered more, in the judgement inflicted by the 
Roman army, end the cruelties practised among them- 
selves, by the factions, than they would have done bya 
momentary conflagration. It was a day of tribulation, 
such as never was, nor ever shall be, according to the 
prophecy of Christ, as well as the subsequent history. 
(To be continued.) 
— ! 
MISCELLANEOUS. 
Ordination.—Rev. Oliver Ackley was publicly 
ordained, as an Evangelist of the gospel, at Eaton, 
N. Y. Jan. 22, 1822.—R. Inquirer. | 
SE 
The number of Newspapers published in England 
and.its dependencies is 280; of these 57 are issued 
from London ; 130 from the provinces of England and 
Wales; 31 from Scotland; 54 from Ireland; and 8 
from the Islands of Jersey, Guernsey, &c. 
Chr. Register. 
Fo age Manulivs, April 3. 
Suicide-—The wife of Moses Blowers, of Pompey, 
put an end to her natural life by drowning in a well, 
on Tuesday last. Mrs. Blowers was one of the sub- 
jects of an awakening which had been got up in the 
neighborhood, who fancied herself a sinner beyond the 
reach of mercy! We are informed that the unhappy 
woman stated, as her firm belief, that her “soul would 
be in hell’? before the Sunday preceding her death. 
Under the influence of feelings thus peculiarly dis- 
tressing, she severed the cord by whose frail brittle 
tenure, human life is suspended betwixt time and eter- 
nity. The deceased sustained an excellent character, 
and is deeply lamented —.V. FV. Daily Adv. 
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Christian Messenger.—In the number of this work 
for April, we find an answer to Hyram’s reply pub- 
lished in our last, in which the Editor expresses.an 
expectation that this answer as well as the one which 
occasioned this reply, will appear in this work. To 
these, we calculate to give place in our next. 








Greek and English Testament.—Br. Abner Knee- 
land of Philadelphia, is publishing a Greek and Eng- 
lish Testament, the conditions of which may be seen 
on the cover. We heartily wish him much success in 
this work, as we think it must be very useful to every 
biblical student; and specially to those who have but 


limited opportunities to study the Greek language. 
= 


Hyram on the rich man and Lazarus is received, 
and will be attended to. 


OBITUARY. 


DIED—At Weston, of a consumption, Jan. 14, Mr. Jenzg- 
MIAH Brinck, Jun. in the 25th yearofhis age. His sickness 
was long and distressing, which he endured with great patience, 
and, retaining his senses to'the last, possessed a hope in the ex- 
change for a better world. 


At Gaines, N. Y. on the 2d of February last, Mrs. MARY 
Proctor, in the 32d year of herage. 
Affliction presses on the wearied sense ; 
Stern death, the social joys of life invades ; 
Opes the dark tomb, shuts from all mortal ken 
The solaces of life—worth, virtue, all! 
He comes, like the Sinoom,* and blasts.our dearest joys ; 
Or like the flock of summer flies, 
And scathes our hearts! 
But we will ne’er repine, 
For death shall rend the veii 


Which separates heaven from man. A. 





* “The blast of the desert, fatal to every thing living, and 
often alluded to in eastern poetry.” 
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At Whiting, Feb. 17, Mr. Jesse Wanker, aged 54.—He 
was, during his sickness, perfectly calm and serene in his mind. 
He conversed familiarly upon the subject of dissolution, and 
manifested a perfect resignation to the dispensations of Divine 
Providence. He was in the full exercise ‘‘of that faith which is 
the substance of things hoped for, andthe evidence of things not 
seen,”’—a firm believer in **that gospel which was preached 
before unto Abraham, saying, In thee and in thy seed shall all 
the families of the earth be blessed ;» and which teaches “the 
restitution of all things, as spoken by the mouth of all his holy 
prophets since the world began.” He placed his confidence 
alone on the immutable Rock of ages, evén Jesus, ‘twho by 
the grace of Ged tasted death for every man; “at whose 
name every knee shall bow, and every tongue confess that he 
is Lord, to the glory of God the Father.” 


At Westmoreland, N. H. Jan. 28, Widow Mary Coss, aged 
70.—Jan. 9, an infant son of Mr. Lemuel Willis, aged 9 weeks. 


At Whiting, Vt. of a consumption, Miss Nancy W. NEED- 
HAM, eldest daughter of Dea. Mou!ton Needham, aged 17. She 
endured her sickness with much patience and christian forti- 
tude, and departed apparently rejoicing in the Great Salvation. 


At Reading, April 9, Widow Exizasera HuLeEty, relict of 
Mason Hulett, of Wallingford, aged 8i. 





Extract of a letter from Dr. Cyrus Carpenter, dated Whiting, 
May 17, 1822. 
“Respected Sir— You are hereby solicited to publish in the 


next No. of the Christian Repository the following notices of 
the death of the Rev. Caleb Rich and his consort E. Rich, of 


Newhaven, Vt. He died on the 18th of October, 1821, aged 
71. She died on the Ist of April, 1822, aged 61. He, during 
along and painful illness, manifested a great degree of recon- 
ciliation, and died in the faith that he had for many years pro- 
mulgated to the world of mankind, to wit, that every creature 
im heaven and in the earth, and under the earth, and in the sea, 
would sing, Blessing, honor and power to him that sitteth on 
the throne, and to the Lamb forever andever. She, after 
an iJiness of about two months, resigned her spirit nto the arms 
of that Jesus, who has been declared to be the Savior of all 
men. I was requested to write that he left three Sermons 
written in full, on interesting subjects ; also, his life and reli- 
gious experience, his trials and exercises of mind, which many 
of his friends desire may be published.” 
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POETRY. 
[Selected. ] 


PENSIVE REFLECTIONS. 


Ah, who has power to say, 
To morrow’s sun shall warmer glow, 
And o’er this gloomy vale of woe, 


Diffuse a brighter ray ? 


Ah, who is ever sure, 

Tho all that can the soul delight 

This hour enchants the wond’ring sight, 
These raptures shall endure? 


Is there in life’s dull toil 
One certain moment of repose, 
One ray to dissipate our woes, 
And bid reflection smile ? 


We seek hope’s gentle aid, 
We think the lovely phantom pours 
Her balmy incense on those flowers 


Which blossom but to fade! 


We court love's thrilling dart ; 
And, when we think our joys supreme, 
We find its raptures but a dream— 


Its boon a wounded heart! 


We pant for glitt’ring fame, 
And, when pale envy blots the page 
That might have charm’d a future age, 


We find ’tis but a name! 


We toil for paltry ore, 
And when we gain the golden prize, 
And death appears—with aching eyes 


We view the useless store. 


How frail is beauty’s bloom ! 
The dimpled cheek, the sparkling eye, 
Scarce seen before thejr wonders fly 
To decorate a tomb! 


Then since this fleeting breath 

is but the zephyr of a day, 

Let conscience make each minute gay, 
And brave the shafts of death ! 


And let the generous mind 
With pity view the erring throng, 
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Applaud the right, forgive the wrong, 
And feel for all mankind. 


For who, alas? shall say, 
*¢T’o-morrow’s sun shall warmer glow, 
And o’er this gloomy vale of woe 

Diffuse a brighter ray ®” 





THE HOLY CITY. 


f Our female correspondent will excuse the few alterations which 


she may find in the following lines. They were made to 
tmprove the measure, without any alteration of the sense. 


The poetry, it seemed likewise, would be better understood as 
embracing two subjects than one ; for this reason tt is divided 
antotwo parts, The second will be published ina future 
number. | 


Our sins, O our Lord, wilt thou kindly forgive, 
And teach us to walk in thy fear, 

While going like pilgrims, like sojourners live ; 
And in yon fair city appear. 


The foundations are garnish’d with all precious stones, 
Of every manner that’s dear ; 

A Jasper, a Sapphire, a Chalcedony, 
And fourthly, an Emerald clear. 


A Sardonyx, Sardius, and Chrysolite next ; 
The Beryl, the eighth, has its place ; 

A Topaz, a Jacinth, Chrysoprasus then, 
And the twelfth, an Amethyst pure. 


To view those foundations must cause pure delight, 
And behold in her glory the Lamb ; 

There plac’d, you may see the apostolic names, 
The twelve whom our Savior had chose. 


The natiens of those that are saved shall walk 
In the light of this city so fair; 

It needs not the sun, nor the light of the moon 
Nor a candle to shine on them there. ’ 


For the glory of God doth enlighten the same, 
And the Lamb is the light of the place ; 

His servants shall serve him, and see his face there, 
His name in their foreheads be plac’d. 


R. P. 














